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KIMORAKKM FOR SHE TXCX WE3IM» 

SUBJTBCTt Briefing Botes for Tour Parle ftLecusslons 

In accordance with jour request to Secretary McXcaar*, 
the attached briefing notaa her* been prepared for your visit 
to Parle. Ve understand that you plan to attt with Avbaeeadora 
Oexln and Plnl<rtt%r, and Oenexele Iterated or C. D. Paleer. 

Aa you know, any aetlooa relating to the Barlla eriala 
ara currently in progress at XJB8Q rad SHAPX. We belle** It would 
be very useful and infoznative for you to aolieit the views of 

Aobaseador finletter and General* lorsted or Paljaer, a* aenior 
U.S. official* concerned, regarding the adequacy and tlaelineso 
of the Becaurw being taken toy the 0.8., and the*** taken or 
announced by ocr Alllea. 

Listed balov are the topics which in our Jud^wnt would be 
appropriate for your discussions. Briefing notea supporting each 
Item appear at the corresponding tab. Xheee papers here been co-- 
ordinated with the Separtnent of State. 

fffect of the Berlin eriala on IAT0 Cohesion (tab A) 

Facilities for Buildup of U.S. Forces in lurope (Tab B) 

HA20 Country Buiidcp to Meet Berlin Crisis (Tab C) 

Haergeaey Authority in Stockpile Atcnlc Vaepons in franca (T»2> S) 
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VICE Wtt&IHBgy'g TUXY TO >ABIS 
S9-30 M<^ 1961 



Kffaot of Barlla Crlclt aa KAfO Oah— ioa 



Berll& aetlrltlas fry tha 4-Powrt ara teyttsg IASO eofcaaloft 
Crisaa hevtf al*ay» feafarv taaded to aalfj likSO, tout thara bar* teas 
oartral advaraa BAC sad 8X9 reaotloaa to raerat fnadrlpartita stapa. 
8t*p» aov in pro«*M to bring the aiwla Allianoa vae! »ara folly 
into krlia ooatingaacjr plmntUfi vllX, it la hoped, iivro-vc th» 
atwoaphara aad •lloit lAfO-vi&a dny p uft for th* 9wli» prograa. Sha 
Pown with dlraat raapaaalblllty la Sarlla caanot afford • nail- 
pow -?«to la tha o*rl7 atagaa, pat tha laaaar powara iaalat o» 
foliar partlolpatioa la plaanlag that eaa wall dataraiaa how aad 
vtum thay go to war. Sha eoatrowrsiaa ovar tha rola of anclacr 
weapons la tha Iterlln conflict oaa ajao affact IASO eobaaion. Ibaaa 
of aroidlag or reducing Aisrmifjiag effecta ara argently laport«at. 



Prepared hyi ColoaaX D. 0. Arotstroog, 
■orupeaa lagloa 
OAflfl/lAA 

$T Septaatoer 1961 
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FietlltlM f eg Imlldvp 6f WB yoross 1b Sarpy* 

Discuss leas are srocsadlAg \*tva*A OBtfBOTSB and rsapoB-sibla 
atttboriti<»s of Ocrcsmy, ?r«oo«, Xt&I?, 15 4t. '""sd S*l«iui eoooar«ia& 
tba availability ©f ftiftlHtlas aad Lisa ctf t ..Jsra&Ba&lsa ««B5P<»^ 
vhlch veuld b« ro^sdr©& for ts* oapLoyass* «f «p to six U-8. divisions 
and 28 tactical air sqaadroas If raqpirad in Ufe Ugfct of tit* KrLia 
crisis. To aats CIBCEUR bo* repcrtftd na substan&iva issues Sieving 
bsan niMd by boat state author! fcias and axsails-st pragrass is baiae' 
Bads; howrar, the availability off Lsxtd areas in Irano* wad Osrsasy 
Is consldsrsd by tb* Dsp&rtsKist of Defaasa m a patettU&l problcs. 

9te contiajpsaey plaealaa- belae ufttertaltsa by U3CXBCXUR Is 
bassd wpon tibs poaslbl* Aaployaect af «pt« six divisions to tba 
Sevaoth Amy araa is tb* fKQ, ttevsn tactic*! air s$uadroats rad ens 
air traasport sguadrae to U» FRS, 19 tactical ssjusdrona and ca» 
air transport s^ocdroa to frsuice sad ea« tactical »qu*5roo. aacb to 
tba UJC. aad Italy. 



Prsparsd by: V. I. Lesaf 

Foreign Kilitftry Riffbt* 

Affairs 
OASD/Xfta 
26 gayfassfta? 1961 
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BATO Courtrr Buildup t o Meet Berlin Crisl* 

In a presentation to the forth Atlantic Council on 6 August, 
Secretary Busk celled upon aaiaber nation* to increase their posture 
of military reediaees to meet the Berlin threat, by aaasurefl comparable 
to thoe* taken by the U.S. On 19 August, SX3RJR prepared hi* "?l«n of 
Action: HATO Europe" (8HAR l67/6l), spelling cut reccaaaendsd country 
actions In detail., this plan enriaioned tvo phases: measures leaieh 
would produce positive results prior to 1 January 1962, *ad those 
vMch, under emergency conditions, could produce result* during 1962. 
Tcey included the raiting of tanning and equipment levels of existing 
combat units, making available to ACS additional combat unit*, increas- 
ing the number and capability of cccbat and Service support units, end 
Improving the posture of reserre units. 

Country response to date, utile unerea, has been encouraging. Ful- 
fillment of ecesBitMeat* stated in the country replies vtll result in a 
significantly increased capability of Allied Caaaaad Europe forces, 
particularly in th* ritil Cantr^l Shield area. The existing, 21-2/3 
dirisions in that area vill be increased to 2fc~l/3 oy 1 January 1962, 
and most of these vill hate a high combat potential. This is ia con- 
trast to their capability on 15 September I96I of "scarcely more than 
that of 16 fully ready dirisions." Country replies also indicate 
that a strategic reserre of 12-5/3 dirisions will be available out- 
side Continental Kurope and, depending upon improved transportation 
and logistic support, can sake a substantial contribution, Similarly, 
the air strength of the Central area vill be sugaented by the addition 
of ?55 aircraft by 1 January 196s and of at least 177 more dusting 1962. 
In the Northern Begion, the responses of Eorvay and Dcoaaxk hare been 
poeitire, but the financial capability of these nations la so limited 
that their efforts vill necessarily fell abort of the desired goals ttnS. 
the defense of this critical area remains uncertain. 

SJAJO country responses to the SACEUR requiiriWBHts hers raried frost 
none in. the case of Portugal to good in the esse of Canada end the 
Netherlands. The United Kingdom, French and German responses bare been 
saaewbat, lea* than expected of these leading NATO mashers. Detailed 
replies and DoX> ccsaents are tabulated in separate briefing material. 
The nature of there responsea suggests two issue* that deserve early 
decision: 

(1) Hov hard should the U.S. press for country coaplianee 
vith General lorstad'e "Plan of Action: MOO £urop«s" in the 
face of country unwillingness to Increase Banning levels or 
mahft adequate budgetary provision for it* force buildup: 
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Eaerftan c y Authority to Stockpile st a tic Weapon* in France 

France has aevsr peraitted the storage of U.S. nu c le s r ueapon* ce 
her sell , la nid-1959, iua to th« kspe&ding Berlin crisis, SACEB di- 
rected the redeplcpaeat erf U.S. nuclear delivery aircraft tram French 
bases to other eirbeses la Oeraeny end U.E. la order to base delivery 
vehicles la prosdnlty to nuclear veepons. Subsequently, certain French 
bases have bats largely on a standby basis, tdverea* our bases la Oerneay 
•ad U.K. hare an over-coaeentretion of planes, resulting la increased 
vulnerability to eneac attack.. 

Under our base rights agreeaeat vitfc Brenos, the U.S. retains th* 
right to deploy conventionally armed aircraft to the northers. French 
bases. Under current USAF Tactical Air fonHairi plans, a number of 
squadrons of aircraft Including F-lDfc* and F-lQGs nay be deployed 
la a conventional configuration to these bancs, but all voold be 
capable of nuclear srtrikei* if the need should arise and if nuclear 
veepons ware available . 

For tale reason, the Joist Chiefs of Staff have recaansnded that 
franca "authorise the U.S. to stockpile atoxic vtapons in France" and 
General Berated has Indicated that "consideration should be given . . . 
to granting authority to stockpile etomle wspons in France oa aa 
emergency basis." If the French would apprcve such a acre far the dura- 
tion of the Berlin crisis, considerable flexibility in the dispersion of 
in~tfaeater forces vould result and units deployed froa the U.S. to 
Eorthem France vould have both a conventional and atonic capability 
if the need should arise. Vulnerability vculd also be decrwased due 
to greater dispersion. 

Be cossMMadat 1 on . It Is suggested that the possibility of French acquiescence 
tc the emergency storage ef auclear weapons on Frtmch soil for the duration 
of the Berlin crisis be explored vith (kacrtd Palmer and Aub*>3*adare 
F inlet ter and Gevia. A clear understanding of their visv* would be sort 
helpful la reaching a decision here Id Washington as to the wisdom of 
approocMag Ge»»r&l d« Gaulle oa this setter. 



Colceel B. K« Toust 

European Region 

CUSTJ/ZSA 

27 September 1961 
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